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Reference No. 19900093 

Mailing No. 313412 

Mailing Date: August 23, 2005 

Notice of Reason for Rejection 

Number of Patent Application; JP-A-255592/1999 
Drafting Date of the Action: August 18, 2005 
Examiner of the Patent Office: HIGASHI, HaruJci 9708 2X00 
Agent for Applicant: Mr. NAKAJIMA, Atsushi (and other 3) 
Applied Provisions of the Statute: Clause 1 of Article 29, 

Clause 2 of Article 29, and Article 36 

<< Final >> 

The present application should be rejected for the reasons 
mentioned below. In case of any opinions, a response may be 
filed within sixty (60) days from the date this Act ion was mailed. 

Reasons 

Reason l 

This application does not satisfy, in the description 
of claims of the invention, the requirements of items 1 and 
2 of Clause 6 of Article 36 of the Patent Law due to the following 
points . 
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Statement 

The "mass" in claims 1 to 6 is set so to a magnitude causing 
decrease in vibrations of a drive motor to be within the range 
of rotational frequency, but even taking the argument into 
consideration, this setting is not clearly different from the 
members described in the literature cited in the reason 2 below. 

In the rotational deflectors described in the cited 
literatures 1 to 4, it is true that each of members mounted 
on the fixed axle is not provided with an intention of decreasing 
vibrations to be within the range of rotational frequency, but 
it is not clear whether a rotational deflector that happens 
to have a magnitude such that vibrations of a member mounted 
on the fixed axle decrease within the range of rotational 
frequency, falls into the scopes of the inventions of claims 
l to 6. 

Therefore, the provision of Item 2 of Article 36 of the 
Patent Law is not satisfied. 

In addition, if the inventions of claims 1 to 6 include 
a rotational deflector not provided with the intention as 
mentioned above, they claim a patent beyond the scope described 
in the Detailed Explanation of the Invention, and the provision 
of Item 1 of Article 36 of the Patent Law is not satisfied. 

Reason 2 

The inventions set forth in the claims listed below of 
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the present application should not be granted a patent under 
the provision specified in Item 3 of Clause 1 of Article 29 
of the Patent Laws, since the inventions were described in the 
publications listed below distributed in Japan prior to the 
filing of the subject application. Further, the inventions 
set forth in the claims listed below of this application should 
not be granted a patent under the provision specified in Clause 
2 of Article 29 of the Patent Laws, since the inventions could 
have easily been made by persons who have common knowledge in 
the technical field to which the inventions pertain, on the 
basis of the inventions described in the publications listed 
below which were distributed in Japan or foreign countries prior 
to the filing of the subject application. 

Statement (With respect to the cited literature, refer to the 
list of the cited literature. ) 



As to claims l to 6: the cited literature 1, 2, 3 and 4 

The "upper sliding plate 15", "washer 16" of the cited 
literature 1, "upper thrust bearing 10 9 " , "retaining seat plate 
118" of the cited literature 2, "reinforcing member 26* of the 
cited literature 3, and "cover bod^of the cited literature 
4 all have the mass, and are mounted on the fixed axle of the 
drive motor. 

There is a high probability that each of the cited members 
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of the magnitude decreasing vibrations has mass which limits 
vibrations within the range of rotational frequency. 

List of the cited literatures 

1. Patent Laid Open No. 010209/1989 

2. Patent Laid Open No, 126229/1997 

3. CD-ROM of Utility Model Application No. 009199/1992 
(Utility Model Laid Open No. 070184/1993) 

4. Microfilm of Utility Model Application No. 176851/1987 
(Utility Model Laid Open No. 082664/1989) 

Reason that this is final notice of reason for refusal 
1 . The reason stated in this notice of reason for rejection, 
is that the amendment has not corrected a deficiency in the 
description, of which the Applicant was not notified because 
it was of such a slight degree that the application still fulfills 
the requirement of Article 17-2 of the Patent Law, and therefore 
the application has still the reason for rejection. 

For making amendments, it should be carefully noted that 
matters which can be added by em amendment are limited to the 
items entered in the originally filed specification or the 
drawings of the subject application and items falling in the 
range of the originally filed specification or the drawings 
of this application, and also such amendments aiming at the 
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restriction of a claim or claims, the correction of errors in 
the description, and the clarification of an ambiguous 
description . For amending the description, a reason or reasons 
for the amendment being lawful should be asserted with respect 
to each of the amended matters in the written argument by 
explicitly showing the parts of the originally filed 
specif ication which are the grounds for allowing that amendment . 

If you wish to inquire about the rejecting reason, or 
you wish personal interview with the Examiner, please contact 
the following person of the Examination Section. 

The Examination 1st Section of the Patent Office for Optical 

devices: the examiner, HIGASHI, Haruki 

Tel: 03(3581) 1101 Ex.: 3293 Pax: 03(3580)6903 
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